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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 13 recites the limitation "said regional image". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 3-9, and 11-13, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Steensma in view of Anderson, USPN 6,249,316. 

With regard to claims 1 , 5, 9, and 12, Steensma discloses a system for managing 
photo releases including a digital capture device for capturing an original image having 
at least one individual ([0032]), a device for producing a representative image of said 
captured original image (digital image file, [0033]) a display device for displaying said 
representative image ([0034]) and for displaying a release associated with said at least 
one individual and said representative image ([0040]) and an input device associated 
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with said display device for receiving an authorization signature by said at least one 
individual with respect to said photo release (signature pad, [0040]). Steensma 
discloses t using a digital camera ([0032]) but does not disclose including a screen in 
the camera or highlighting specific images. Anderson discloses a digital camera with a 
built in screen and a convenient user interface (column 5 lines 2-12). It would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to use the digital camera of Anderson to 
display pictures and picture properties stored in the database in the system of 
Steensma (Fig 8a) for the stated motivation of Anderson of increasing the ease of use 
and operation of the digital camera (column 2 lines 14-17). 

With regard to claims 3 and 1 1 , Steensma discloses information is associated 
with the original image ([0040]). 

With regard to claim 4 Steensma discloses the image is stored in a database 
([0041]). 

With regard to claim 6 Steensma discloses associating all the images with one 
individual ([0043]). 

With regard to claims 7, 8, and 13, Steensma discloses the system of claim 1 as 
outlined above, but does not disclose using digital watermarks to prevent modification of 
images once a signature is obtained. The examiner takes official notice that it is well 
known in the art to use digital watermarks to prevent modification of digital data. Further 
the examiner takes official notice that it is well known in the art to prevent modification 
of an item after it has been signed. The official notice is supported by Dziewit, USPN 
4,981,370, (column 8 lines 39-43), which prevents against unnoticed modification as 
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well. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to use a digital 
watermark to protect the signed photo of Steensma, for the motivation of preventing 
misuse of signatures. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 31 January 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Steensma in view of Anderson does not teach highlighting 
one individual in a group photo. The claims to not specify that there has to be a group 
photo, but rather claims "at least one" individual, which does read on Steensma in view 
of Anderson. Further, even in a group photo, the claims don't specify that only one 
individual is highlighter, but rather that "at least one individual" is highlighted. This again 
reads on Steensma in view of Anderson, since the entire photo being highlighted is 
highlighting at least one individual. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JACOB LIPMAN whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3837. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Fr. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kambiz Zand can be reached on 571-272-381 1 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JL 

/Jacob Lipman/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2134 



